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b. Less Than Significant Impact 

Human reaction to vibration is dependent on the environment the receiver is in, as well as individual 
sensitivity. For example, vibration outdoors is rarely noticeable and generally not considered 
annoying. Typically, humans must be inside a structure for vibrations to become noticeable and/or 
annoying. Based on several federal studies, the threshold of perception is 0.035 inch per 
second (in/sec) peak particle velocity (PPV), with 0.24 in/sec PPV being a distinctly perceptible 
(California Department of Transportation 2013). The City’s 2040 General Plan Final EIR established a 
threshold that vibration levels shall not exceed FTA architectural damage thresholds (e.g., 0.12 in/sec 
PPV for fragile or historical resources, 0.2 in/sec PPV for non-engineered timber and masonry 
buildings, and 0.3 in/sec PPV for engineered concrete and masonry). 

Construction activities produce varying degrees of ground vibration, depending on the equipment 
and methods employed. While ground vibrations from typical construction activities very rarely reach 
levels high enough to cause damage to structures, special consideration must be made when 
sensitive or historic land uses are near the construction site. The construction activities that typically 
generate the highest levels of vibration are blasting and impact pile driving and the use of a vibratory 
roller. However, the project would not require blasting, pile driving, or vibratory rollers. The largest 
piece of vibration-generating equipment that could be used for project construction is a large 
bulldozer. Large bulldozers generate a vibration level of 0.089 in/sec PPV at 25 feet. The nearest 
receptors are the residential uses located approximately 40 feet south of the southern project 
boundary and the church located approximately 20 feet west of the western project boundary. A 
vibration level of 0.089 in/sec PPV at 25 feet would be 0.114 in/sec PPV at 20 feet and 0.053 in/sec 
PPV at 40 feet. These vibration levels would be less than the FTA thresholds. Additionally, 
construction equipment would move throughout the entire site and would only be located near the 
project boundaries for short periods of time. Thus, vibration levels at the receptors located near the 
project boundaries would be less than these maximum levels for a majority of the construction 
period. Although vibration levels may be perceptible for short periods of time, maximum vibration 
levels would not exceed FTA thresholds. Therefore, project construction would not generate 
excessive ground borne vibration or ground borne noise levels, and impacts would be less than 
significant. Once operational, the project would not be a source of ground borne vibration or ground 
borne noise.  

c. No Impact 

The project site is not located within the vicinity of a private airstrip. The nearest airport is MARB, 
which is located approximately 2.8 miles southwest of the project site. Review of Map S-7 of the 2040 
General Plan Safety Element determined that the project site is outside the Airport Influence Area 
Boundary for MARB. Therefore, the project would not expose people residing or working in the area 
to excessive aircraft noise levels. No impact would occur. 

RECON 
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4.14 Population and Housing 
Would the project: 

Issue 

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Potentially 
Significant Unless 

Mitigation 
Incorporated 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact No Impact 
a. Induce substantial unplanned 

population growth in an area, 
either directly (for example, by 
proposing new homes and 
businesses) or indirectly (for 
example, through extension of 
roads or other infrastructure)? 

    

b. Displace substantial numbers of 
existing people or housing, 
necessitating the construction of 
replacement housing elsewhere? 

    

EXPLANATIONS: 

a. Less Than Significant Impact 

The project would construct a 192-unit apartment complex consisting of 84 one-bedroom 
apartments and 108 two-bedroom apartments. According to the U.S. Census Bureau, the population 
of the City in 2020 was 208,634 (U.S. Census Bureau 2020). The SCAG Connect SoCal Demographics 
and Growth Forecast projects that the City’s population would increase by approximately 
58,188 people to 266,800 by the year 2045 (SCAG 2020). The SCAG 2019 Local Profile of the City 
indicates the average household size is 3.9 persons. The project is anticipated to house 
approximately 749 persons, which would be less than the total anticipated population growth of 
58,188 people within the City by 2045. Therefore, the project would accommodate population growth 
that is already anticipated within the city.  

Additionally, the project would contribute to the housing needs within the city, which was identified 
as 13,596 housing units in the SCAG 6th Cycle Regional Housing Needs Assessment (RHNA) Allocation 
Plan. Therefore, the project would not induce substantial unplanned population growth, either 
directly or indirectly, impacts would be less than significant.  

b. No Impact 

The project site is vacant and does not possess any residential structures. Therefore, the project 
would not displace substantial numbers of existing people or housing or require the construction of 
replacement housing. No impacts will occur.  

RECON 
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4.15 Public Services 
Would the project: 

Issue 

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Potentially 
Significant Unless 

Mitigation 
Incorporated 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact No Impact 
a. Result in substantial adverse 

physical impacts associated with 
the provision of new or physically 
altered governmental facilities, 
need for new or physically altered 
governmental facilities, the 
construction of which could cause 
significant environmental impacts, 
in order to maintain acceptable 
service ratios, response times or 
other performance objectives for 
any of the public services: 

    

i. Fire protection?     
ii. Police protection?     
iii. Schools?     
iv. Parks?     
v. Other public facilities?     

EXPLANATIONS: 

a.i. Less Than Significant Impact 

Fire protection services would be provided by the Moreno Valley Fire Department (MVFD), which 
contracts with the Riverside County Fire Department (RCFD) for local fire protection services. The fire 
station located nearest to the project site is Morrison Park Fire Station 99, located at 13400 Morrison 
Street which is approximately one mile from the project site. Therefore, Fire Station 99 would serve 
the project site. The project would be consistent with the existing land use designation for the site, 
and therefore would accommodate anticipated population growth and would be consistent with 
planning projections for future fire protection facilities within the city. Furthermore, the project would 
be required to pay development impact fees (DIFs) that would contribute the project’s fair share 
towards the funding of future fire protection facilities. Therefore, the project would not result in the 
need for new or altered fire protection facilities, and impacts would be less than significant. 

a.ii. Less Than Significant Impact 

Police services would be provided by the Moreno Valley Police Department (MVPD), which contracts 
with the Riverside County Sheriff’s Department (RCSD). The MVPD is located at 22850 Calle San Juan 

RECON 
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de Los Lagos in the city’s Civic Center, which is approximately 3.2 miles from the project site. 
Therefore, the MVPD would be able to serve the project site. The project would be consistent with 
the existing land use designation for the site, and therefore would accommodate anticipated 
population growth and would be consistent with planning projections for future fire protection 
facilities within the City. Furthermore, the project would be required to pay DIFs that would contribute 
the project’s fair share towards the funding of future fire protection facilities. Therefore, the project 
would not result in the need for new or altered police protection facilities, and impacts would be less 
than significant. 

a.iii. Less Than Significant Impact 

The project would construct a 192-unit apartment complex that would generate school-aged 
children within the boundaries of the Moreno Valley Unified School District. However, the project 
would pay DIFs that would contribute the project’s fair share towards the funding of future schools. 
Furthermore, the project would be consistent with the existing land use designation for the site, and 
therefore would accommodate anticipated population growth and would be consistent with 
planning projections for future schools within the city. Therefore, the project would not result in 
substantial adverse physical impacts associated with the provision of new or physically altered school 
facilities, and impacts would be less than significant. 

a.iv. Less Than Significant Impact 

The project would be consistent with the existing land use designation for the site, and therefore 
would accommodate anticipated population growth and would be consistent with planning 
projections for future parks within the city. Additionally, the project would be required to pay DIFs 
to contribute the project’s fair share towards the funding of future park facilities. Furthermore, the 
project would include a 14,000-square-foot community dog park that would increase the amount of 
park facilities within the city. Therefore, the project would not result in substantial adverse physical 
impacts associated with the provision of new or physically altered parks and recreation facilities, and 
impacts would be less than significant. 

a.v. Less Than Significant Impact 

The project would result in an increase in residents that would generate additional demand for public 
facilities such as libraries or hospitals. However, the project would be required to pay DIFs to 
contribute the project’s fair share funding of future facilities. The project would be consistent with 
the existing land use designation for the site, and therefore would accommodate anticipated 
population growth and would be consistent with planning projections for future facilities within the 
City. Therefore, the project would not result in substantial adverse physical impacts associated with 
the provision of new or physically altered facilities, and impacts would be less than significant. 

RECON 
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4.16 Recreation 
Would the project: 

Issue 

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Potentially 
Significant Unless 

Mitigation 
Incorporated 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact No Impact 
a. Increase the use of existing 

neighborhood and regional parks 
or other recreational facilities such 
that substantial physical 
deterioration of the facility would 
occur or be accelerated? 

    

b. Include recreational facilities or 
require the construction or 
expansion of recreational facilities, 
which might have an adverse 
physical effect on the 
environment? 

    

EXPLANATIONS: 

a. Less Than Significant Impact 

The project would be consistent with the existing land use designation for the site, and therefore 
would accommodate anticipated population growth and would be consistent with planning 
projections for future parks within the City. Additionally, the project would be required to pay DIFs 
that would contribute the project’s fair share towards the funding of future park facilities. 
Furthermore, the project would include a 14,000-square-foot community dog park that would 
increase the amount of park facilities within the city. Therefore, the project would not increase the 
use of existing neighborhood and regional parks or other recreational facilities such that substantial 
physical deterioration of the facility would occur or be accelerated, and impacts would be less than 
significant.  

b. Less Than Significant 

The project would include on-site recreational amenities including a dog park, clubhouse, pool, 
cabanas, and tot lot. These amenities would be located entirely within the project footprint. 
Consequently, potential impacts associated with proposed on-site recreation facilities have been 
considered within this environmental document. Therefore, project would not have adverse physical 
effect on the environment caused by expansion or construction of recreational facilities, and impacts 
would be less than significant.  

RECON 
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4.17 Transportation/Traffic 
Would the project: 

Issue 

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Potentially 
Significant Unless 

Mitigation 
Incorporated 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact No Impact 
a. Conflict with a program, plan, 

ordinance, or policy addressing the 
circulation system, including 
transit, roadway, bicycle and 
pedestrian facilities? 

    

b. Conflict or be inconsistent with 
CEQA Guidelines Section 15064.3, 
subdivision (b)? 

    

c. Substantially increase hazards due 
to a design feature (e.g., sharp 
curves or dangerous intersections) 
or incompatible uses (e.g., farm 
equipment)? 

    

d. Result in inadequate emergency 
access?     

EXPLANATIONS: 

a. Less Than Significant Impact 

The project would be consistent with the existing land use designation for the site, and therefore 
would not generate vehicle trips beyond what is anticipated for the existing circulation network. The 
project would widen Alessandro Boulevard to two lanes while maintaining access for existing and 
planned bicycle lanes along Alessandro Boulevard. The project would also improve bicycle access by 
adding a southbound bike lane within the existing ROW and improvements of Lasselle Street. The 
project would also improve pedestrian access by construct sidewalks along project frontages. The 
project would not physically impact any bus stops located along Alessandro Boulevard. Therefore, 
the project would not conflict with a program, plan, ordinance, or policy addressing the circulation 
system, including transit, roadway, bicycle and pedestrian facilities, and impacts would be less than 
significant. 

b. Less Than Significant Impact 

In September 2013, the Governor’s Office signed SB 743 into law, starting a process that identified 
VMT as the most appropriate CEQA transportation metric. Effective July 1, 2020, the VMT guidelines 
became applicable statewide, and are documented in CEQA Guidelines Section 15064.3 Determining 
the Significance of Transportation Impacts. The City has adopted criteria for evaluating VMT impacts 
under CEQA including the preferred analysis methodology and thresholds of significance. The criteria 
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are included in the City’s Transportation Impact Analysis Preparation Guide for Vehicle Miles Traveled 
and Level of Service Assessment (June 2020). Per the City’s guidelines, the first step in the process is 
to conduct a screening assessment to determine if a VMT analysis would be required. A Traffic 
Scoping Agreement was prepared for the project that included a VMT screening assessment (see 
Appendix M). The screening analysis compared several projected VMT metrics within the project’s 
Traffic Analysis Zone (TAZ) to the jurisdictional average. Table 18 presents the results of the VMT 
screening analysis. 

Table 18 
VMT Screening Assessment 

 Jurisdictional Average VMT Project TAZ VMT 
Daily Total VMT 24.49 17.48 
Residential Home-Based VMT 12.79 11.09 
Home-Based Work VMT 11.01 6.11 
SOURCE: Appendix M 

 

As shown in Table 18, the project TAZ VMT would be lower for all three categories compared to the 
jurisdictional average. Based on the results of this analysis, the project screened out of the 
requirement for a VMT analysis, and it is expected that the project would result in a less than 
significant impact related to VMT without conducting a detailed study. Therefore, the project would 
not conflict or be inconsistent with CEQA Guidelines Section 15064.3, subdivision (b), and impacts 
would be less than significant. 

c. Less Than Significant Impact 

The project would widen Alessandro Boulevard to two lanes, construct raised median islands along 
Alessandro Boulevard between Chervil Court and Lasselle Street, and construct driveway connections 
to Alessandro Boulevard and Copper Cove Lane. All of these roadway improvements would be 
constructed consistent with all applicable City roadway requirements. Therefore, the project would 
not substantially increase hazards due to a design feature (e.g., sharp curves or dangerous 
intersections) or incompatible uses, and impacts would be less than significant. 

d. Less Than Significant Impact 

The project would be consistent with the existing land use designation for the site, and therefore 
would not generate vehicle trips beyond what is anticipated for the existing circulation network that 
could delay emergency access. The project would widen Alessandro Boulevard to two lanes, thereby 
providing increased vehicular capacity on the roadway. The project would also construct driveway 
connections to Alessandro Boulevard and Copper Cove Lane consistent with all applicable City safety 
requirements related to emergency access. The project would also include an internal fire access lane 
between two buildings to ensure adequate fire protection response during an emergency. Therefore, 
the project would not result in inadequate emergency access to or from the project site, and impacts 
would be less than significant. 
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4.18 Tribal Cultural Resources 
Would the project: 

Issue 

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Potentially 
Significant Unless 

Mitigation 
Incorporated 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact No Impact 
a. Would the project cause a 

substantial adverse change in the 
significance of a tribal cultural 
resource, defined in Public 
Resources Code section 21074 as 
either a site, feature, place, cultural 
landscape that is geographically 
defined in terms of the size and 
scope of the landscape, sacred 
place, or object with cultural value 
to a California Native American 
tribe, and that is: 

    

i. Listed or eligible for listing in 
the California Register of 
Historical Resources, or in a 
local register of historical 
resources as defined in Public 
Resources Code Section 
5020.1(k)? 

    

ii. A resource determined by the 
lead agency, in its discretion 
and supported by substantial 
evidence, to be significant 
pursuant to criteria set forth in 
subdivision (c) of Public 
Resources Code Section 5024.1. 
In applying the criteria set forth 
in subdivision (c) of Public 
Resource Code Section 5024.1, 
the lead agency shall consider 
the significance of the resource 
to a California Native American 
tribe? 
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EXPLANATIONS: 

a.i. No Impact 

The City initiated consultation with California Native American tribes traditionally and culturally 
affiliated with the project site who have requested consultation consistent with the requirements of 
AB 52. The City sent letters to the traditionally and culturally affiliated tribes on May 31, 2022, and 
requested that they provide responses by July 1, 2022. The City received responses from the following 
tribes: 

1. Agua Caliente Band of Cahuilla Indians 
2. Rincon Band of Luiseño Indians 
3. Yuhaaviatam of San Manuel Nation 

The Agua Caliente Band of Cahuilla Indians stated that the project site is not located within the 
boundaries of the Agua Caliente Band of Cahuilla Indians Reservation and deferred to the Soboba 
Band of Luiseño Indians and Pechanga Band of Luiseño Indians. This concluded consultation with 
the Agua Caliente Band of Cahuilla Indians. The Rincon Band of Luiseño Indians stated that the 
project site is within the Traditional Use Area of the Luiseño people and requested consultation in 
order to evaluate the potential for the project to impact tribal cultural resources. The Yuhaaviatam 
of San Manuel Nation (YSMN) stated that the project site is located within Serrano ancestral territory, 
but did not have any concern regarding the project. 

As described in Section 4.5(a) above, the previously recorded cultural resource mapped within the 
APE does not meet the eligibility criteria under CEQA, nor any of the local regulation guidelines. The 
NAHC search of their Sacred Lands File to identify any spiritually significant and/or sacred sites or 
Traditional Use Areas in the project vicinity were negative. An on-foot survey was conducted by 
RECON and a representative from the Pechanga Band of Luiseño Indians. No previously unrecorded 
significant or potentially significant prehistoric or historic cultural resources were observed during 
the survey of the APE. Therefore, the project would not cause a substantial adverse change to a tribal 
cultural resource that would qualify or be eligible for listing in the California Register of Historical 
Resources or the local register of historical resources in accordance with the Public Resources Code 
Section 5020.1(k). No impact would occur. 

a.ii. Potentially Significant Unless Mitigation Incorporated 

As described in Section 4.18(a.i) above, the Rincon Band of Luiseño Indians stated that the project 
site is within the Traditional Use Area of the Luiseño people and requested consultation in order to 
evaluate the potential for the project to impact tribal cultural resources. Although the YSMN stated 
that they did not have any concern regarding the project, they requested that tribal cultural 
monitoring be implemented during project construction. Therefore, the project would have the 
potential to unearth previously unknown tribal cultural resources, which would be considered a 
significant impact (Impact TCR-1). Implementation MM-TCR-1 through MM-CUL-9 would reduce 
impacts to a level less than significant. 

RECON 
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MM-TCR-1 Archaeological Monitoring 

Prior to the issuance of a grading permit, the applicant shall retain a professional archaeologist to 
conduct monitoring of all ground disturbing activities. The Project Archaeologist shall have the 
authority to temporarily redirect earthmoving activities in the event that suspected archaeological 
resources are unearthed during project construction. The Project Archaeologist, in consultation with 
the Consulting Tribe(s) including the YSMN, the Contractor, and the City, shall develop a Cultural 
Resource Monitoring Plan (CRMP) as defined in MM-TCR-3. The Project Archeologist shall attend 
the pre-grading meeting with the City, the Construction Manager, and any contractors, and will 
conduct a mandatory Cultural Resources Worker Sensitivity Training for those in attendance. The 
Archaeological Monitor shall have the authority to temporarily halt and redirect earth moving 
activities in the affected area in the event that suspected archaeological resources are unearthed.  

MM-TCR-2: Native American Monitoring 

Prior to the issuance of a grading permit, the Developer shall secure agreements with the YSMN for 
tribal monitoring. The City is also required to provide a minimum of 30 days’ advance notice to the 
tribes of all ground disturbing activities. The Native American Tribal Representatives shall have the 
authority to temporarily halt and redirect earth moving activities in the affected area in the event 
that suspected archaeological resources are unearthed. The Native American Monitor(s) shall attend 
the pre-grading meeting with the Project Archaeologist, the City, the Construction Manager, and 
any contractors, and will conduct the Tribal Perspective of the mandatory Cultural Resources Worker 
Sensitivity Training to those in attendance. 

MM-TCR-3: Cultural Resource Monitoring Plan 

The Project Archaeologist, in consultation with the Consulting Tribe(s), the Contractor, and the City, 
shall develop a CRMP in consultation pursuant to the definition in AB 52 to address the details, timing 
and responsibility of all archaeological and cultural activities that will occur on the project site. A 
Consulting Tribe is defined as a tribe that initiated the AB 52 tribal consultation process for the 
project, has not opted out of the AB 52 consultation process, and has completed AB 52 consultation 
with the City as provided for in California Public Resources Code Section 21080.3.2(b)(1) of AB 52. 
Details in the CRMP shall include: 

a. Project description and location; 
b. Project grading and development scheduling; 
c. Roles and responsibilities of individuals on the project; 
d. The pre-grading meeting and Cultural Resources Worker Sensitivity Training details; 
e. The protocols and stipulations that the contractor, City, Consulting Tribe(s) and Project 

Archaeologist will follow in the event of inadvertent cultural resources discoveries, including 
any newly discovered cultural resource deposits that shall be subject to a cultural resources 
evaluation; 

f. The type of recordation needed for inadvertent finds and the stipulations of recordation of 
sacred items; 

g. Contact information of relevant individuals for the project. 
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MM-TCR-4: Cultural Resource Disposition 

In the event that Native American cultural resources are discovered during the course of ground 
disturbing activities (inadvertent discoveries), the following procedures shall be carried out for final 
disposition of the discoveries:  

a. One or more of the following treatments, in order of preference, shall be employed with the 
tribes. Evidence of such shall be provided to the City Planning Department: 

i. Preservation-In-Place of the cultural resources, if feasible. Preservation in place means 
avoiding the resources, leaving them in the place they were found with no development 
affecting the integrity of the resources. 

ii. On-site reburial of the discovered items as detailed in the treatment plan required 
pursuant to MM-TCR-1. This shall include measures and provisions to protect the future 
reburial area from any future impacts in perpetuity. Reburial shall not occur until all 
legally required cataloging and basic recordation have been completed. No recordation 
of sacred items is permitted without the written consent of all Consulting Native 
American Tribal Governments as defined in MM-TCR-3 The location for the future 
reburial area shall be identified on a confidential exhibit on file with the City, and 
concurred to by the Consulting Native American Tribal Governments prior to 
certification of the environmental document. 

MM-TCR-5: Grading Plan Notes 

The City shall verify that the following note is included on the Grading Plan: 

If any suspected archaeological resources are discovered during ground–disturbing 
activities and the Project Archaeologist or Native American Tribal Representatives are 
not present, the construction supervisor is obligated to halt work in a 100-foot radius 
around the find and call the Project Archaeologist and the Tribal Representatives to 
the site to assess the significance of the find. 

MM-TCR-6: Inadvertent Finds 

If potential historic or cultural resources are uncovered during excavation or construction activities 
at the project site that were not assessed by the archaeological report(s) and/or environmental 
assessment conducted prior to project approval, all ground disturbing activities in the affected area 
within 100 feet of the uncovered resource must cease immediately and a qualified person meeting 
the Secretary of the Interior's standards (36 Code of Federal Regulations 61), Tribal Representatives, 
and all site monitors per the mitigation measures, shall be consulted by the City to evaluate the find, 
and as appropriate recommend alternative measures to avoid, minimize or mitigate negative effects 
on the historic, or prehistoric resource. Further ground disturbance shall not resume within the area 
of the discovery until an agreement has been reached by all parties as to the appropriate mitigation. 
Work shall be allowed to continue outside of the buffer area and will be monitored by additional 
archeologist and Tribal Monitors, if needed. Determinations and recommendations by the consultant 
shall be immediately submitted to the Planning Division for consideration, and implemented as 
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deemed appropriate by the Community Development Director, in consultation with the State Historic 
Preservation Officer and any and all Consulting Native American Tribes as defined in MM-TCR-2 
before any further work commences in the affected area. If the find is determined to be significant 
and avoidance of the site has not been achieved, a Phase III data recovery plan shall be prepared by 
the Project Archeologist, in consultation with the tribe, and shall be submitted to the City for their 
review and approval prior to implementation of the said plan.  

MM-TCR-7: Human Remains 

If human remains are discovered, no further disturbance shall occur in the affected area until the 
County Coroner has made necessary findings as to origin. If the County Coroner determines that the 
remains are potentially Native American, the California NAHC shall be notified within 24 hours of the 
published finding to be given a reasonable opportunity to identify the “most likely descendant.” The 
“most likely descendant” shall then make recommendations, and engage in consultations concerning 
the treatment of the remains (California Public Resources Code 5097.98) (General Plan Objective 
23.3, CEQA). 

MM-TCR-8: Non-Disclosure of Reburial Locations 

It is understood by all parties that unless otherwise required by law, the site of any reburial of Native 
American human remains or associated grave goods shall not be disclosed and shall not be governed 
by public disclosure requirements of the California Public Records Act. The Coroner, pursuant to the 
specific exemption set forth in California Government Code 6254 (r), parties, and Lead Agencies, will 
be asked to withhold public disclosure information related to such reburial, pursuant to the specific 
exemption set forth in California Government Code 6254 (r). 

MM-TCR-9: Archeology Report - Phase III and IV 

Prior to final inspection, the developer/permit holder shall prompt the Project Archeologist to submit 
two (2) copies of the Phase III Data Recovery report (if required for the Project) and the Phase IV 
Cultural Resources Monitoring Report that complies with the Community Development 
Department's requirements for such reports. The Phase IV report shall include evidence of the 
required cultural/historical sensitivity training for the construction staff held during the pre-grade 
meeting. The Community Development Department shall review the reports to determine adequate 
mitigation compliance. Provided the reports are adequate, the Community Development 
Department shall clear this condition. Once the report(s) are determined to be adequate, two (2) 
copies shall be submitted to the Eastern Information Center at the University of California Riverside, 
and one (1) copy shall be submitted to the Consulting Tribe(s) Cultural Resources Department(s). 
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4.19 Utilities and Service Systems 
Would the project: 

Issue 

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Potentially 
Significant Unless 

Mitigation 
Incorporated 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact No Impact 
a. Require or result in the relocation 

or construction of new or 
expanded water or wastewater 
treatment or storm water drainage, 
electric power, natural gas, or 
telecommunications facilities, the 
construction or relocation of which 
could cause significant 
environmental effects? 

    

b. Have sufficient water supplies 
available to serve the project and 
reasonably foreseeable future 
development during normal, dry, 
and multiple dry years? 

    

c. Result in a determination by the 
wastewater treatment provider 
which serves or may serve the 
project that it has adequate 
capacity to serve the project’s 
projected demand in addition to 
the provider’s existing 
commitments? 

    

d. Generate solid waste in excess of 
state or local standards, or in 
excess of the capacity of local 
infrastructure, or otherwise impair 
the attainment of solid waste 
reduction goals? 

    

e. Comply with federal, state, and 
local statutes and regulation 
related to solid waste? 
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EXPLANATIONS: 

a. Less Than Significant Impact 

Water services would be provided by EMWD. The 2020 UWMP prepared by EMWD anticipated that 
adequate water supplies would be available to meet future demand under all water year conditions 
from 2020 through 2045 (EMWD 2021a). As described in Section 4.14(a) above, the project would 
accommodate population growth anticipated in the SCAG Connect SoCal Demographics and Growth 
Forecast, and therefore would be consistent with the growth projections utilized to forecast water 
supply demand in the EMWD 2020 Urban Runoff Management Plan. Consequently, the project 
would not require construction of any off-site water facilities. Existing water service lines are available 
adjacent to the site, and improvements would be limited to extension of pipelines onto the project 
site. Consequently, potential impacts associated with construction of new or expanded water facilities 
would only occur on-site and have been considered as part project construction within this 
environmental document and would be less than significant.  

Wastewater treatment services would be provided by EMWD, which operates the Moreno Valley 
Regional Water Reclamation Facility. The Moreno Valley Regional Water Reclamation Facility 
currently treats approximately 11.5 million gallons of wastewater per day and has an excess capacity 
of 4.5 million gallons per day (EMWD 2021b). As described in Section 4.14(a) above, the project would 
accommodate population growth anticipated in the SCAG Connect SoCal Demographics and Growth 
Forecast, and therefore would be consistent with the growth projections utilized to forecast 
wastewater demand. Consequently, the project would not require construction of any off-site 
wastewater facilities. Existing wastewater service lines are available adjacent to the site, and 
improvements would be limited to extension of pipelines onto the project site. Consequently, 
potential impacts associated with construction of new or expanded wastewater facilities would only 
occur within the project site and have been considered as part of project construction within this 
environmental document and would be less than significant. 

As described in Section 4.10c.i, the project would introduce an on-site stormwater collection system 
consisting of two infiltration and detention basins with an underground detention pipe system that 
would manage stormwater flows. As described in Section 4.10(c.i) above, the Preliminary Hydrology 
Report determined that the existing storm drain system would have adequate capacity to convey 
peak storm water flows during the 100-year storm event (see Appendix K). Consequently, the project 
would not require construction or expansion of existing off-site stormwater facilities. The proposed 
on-site infiltration and detention basins with an underground detention pipe system would be 
located within the project footprint. Consequently, potential impacts associated with construction of 
the proposed on-site stormwater facilities have been considered within this environmental 
document. Therefore, the project would not require construction of off-site storm water drainage 
facilities or expansion of existing facilities, and impacts would be less than significant. 

As described in Section 4.14(a) above, the project would accommodate population growth 
anticipated in the SCAG Connect SoCal Demographics and Growth Forecast, and therefore would 
be consistent with the growth projections utilized to forecast demand for electric power, natural gas, 
and telecommunications, and would not require the construction of any off-site facilities. Existing 
electric power, natural gas, and telecommunications lines are available adjacent to the site, and 
improvements would be limited to extension of utilities onto the project site. Consequently, potential 
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impacts associated with required on-site electric power, natural gas, and telecommunications 
facilities have been considered as part of the project construction within this environmental 
document, and impacts related to their construction would be less than significant.  

Overall, the project would not require or result in the construction of new or expanded water, 
wastewater treatment or stormwater drainage, electric power, natural gas, or telecommunications 
facilities, and impacts would be less than significant. 

b. Less Than Significant Impact 

As described in Section 4.19(a) above, the project would accommodate population growth 
anticipated in the SCAG Connect SoCal Demographics and Growth Forecast, and therefore would 
be consistent with the growth projections utilized to forecast water supply demand in the EMWD 
2020 Urban Runoff Management Plan (EMWD 2021a). Therefore, sufficient water supplies would be 
available to serve the project, and impacts would be less than significant. 

c. Less Than Significant Impact 

As described in Section 4.19(a) above, the Moreno Valley Regional Water Reclamation Facility 
currently treats approximately 11.5 million gallons of wastewater per day and has an excess capacity 
of 4.5 million gallons per day (EMWD 2021b). The project would accommodate population growth 
anticipated in the SCAG Connect SoCal Demographics and Growth Forecast, and therefore would 
be consistent with the growth projections utilized to forecast wastewater demand. Therefore, the 
project would not exceed existing wastewater treatment capacity, and impacts would be less than 
significant. 

d. Less Than Significant Impact 

The majority of solid waste generated within the city is disposed of at the Badlands Landfill, which 
has a remaining disposal capacity of 7,800,000 cubic yards (CalRecycle 2022a). Additionally, solid 
waste is disposed of at the El Sobrante Landfill, which has a remaining disposal capacity of 3,834,470 
cubic yards (CalRecycle 2022b), as well as the Lamb Canyon Landfill, which has a remaining disposal 
capacity of 19,242,950 cubic yards (CalRecycle 2022c). Construction and operation of the project 
would not exceed the remaining capacity of these three landfills. The project would complete and 
submit a Waste Management and Recycling Plan for approval consistent with the requirements of 
the City’s building code prior to issuance of building permits. The Waste Management and Recycling 
Plan would identify the project type, and estimate the amount of materials to be recycled during 
construction. The project would also be required to complete a Diversion Report for review by the 
City’s Building Department to demonstrate that the project recycled a minimum of 50 percent of its 
construction waste. Therefore, the project would not generate solid waste in excess of state or local 
standards, or in excess of the capacity of local infrastructure, and impacts would be less than 
significant. 

e. Less Than Significant Impact 

As described in Section 4.19(d) above, the project would complete and submit a Waste Management 
and Recycling Plan for approval consistent with the requirements of the City’s building code 
complete a Diversion Report for review by the City’s Building Department to demonstrate that the 
project recycled a minimum of 50 percent of its construction waste. Additionally, the project would 
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implement organic waste recycling programs consistent with the requirements of AB 1826 and SB 
1383. Therefore, the project would comply with federal, state, and local statutes and regulation 
related to solid waste, and impacts would be less than significant. 

4.20 Wildfire 
Would the project: 

Issue 

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Potentially 
Significant Unless 

Mitigation 
Incorporated 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact No Impact 
a. Substantially impair an adopted 

emergency response plan or 
emergency evacuation plan? 

    

b. Due to slope, prevailing winds, and 
other factors, exacerbate wildfire 
risks, and thereby expose project 
occupants to, pollutant 
concentrations from a wildfire or 
the uncontrolled spread of a 
wildfire? 

    

c. Require the installation or 
maintenance of associated 
infrastructure (such as roads, fuel 
breaks, emergency water sources, 
power lines, or other utilities) that 
may exacerbate fire risk or that 
may result in temporary or 
ongoing impacts to the 
environment? 

    

d. Expose people or structures to 
significant risks, including 
downslope or downstream 
flooding or landslides, as a result 
of runoff, post-fire slope instability, 
or drainage changes? 

    

EXPLANATIONS: 

a. Less Than Significant Impact 

The project would be consistent with the existing land use designation for the site, and therefore 
would not generate vehicle trips beyond what is anticipated for the existing circulation network that 
could delay emergency access. The project would widen Alessandro Boulevard to two lanes, thereby 
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providing increased vehicular capacity on the roadway. The project would also construct driveway 
connections to Alessandro Boulevard and Copper Cove Lane consistent with all applicable City safety 
requirements related to emergency access. The project would also include an internal fire access lane 
between two buildings to ensure adequate fire protection response during an emergency. Therefore, 
the project would not substantially impair an adopted emergency response plan or emergency 
evacuation plan, and impacts would be less than significant.  

b. Less Than Significant Impact 

As described in Section 4.9(g) above, review of Map S-5 of the City’s 2040 General Plan Update 
Safety Element determined that the project is not located in a High Fire Hazard Severity Zone (City 
of Moreno Valley 2021). The project site and surrounding area are relatively flat and do not possess 
any slopes that could result in post-fire landslides. Furthermore, the project site is located in an 
urbanizing area consisting primarily of developed land. Vacant land to the north and east are 
surrounded by urban uses and do not pose a threat related to wildland fires. Therefore, there are no 
characteristics of the surrounding environment that would exacerbate wildfire risks, and impacts 
would be less than significant. 

c. Less Than Significant Impact 

As described in Section 4.19(a) above, the project would not require or result in the construction of 
new water or wastewater treatment facilities or expansion of existing facilities. Additionally, the 
project would not require construction or maintenance of any other infrastructure facilities. 
Therefore, the project would not require the installation or maintenance of associated infrastructure 
that may exacerbate fire risk, and impacts would be less than significant. 

d. Less Than Significant Impact 

Review of Map S-4 in the Safety Section of the City’s 2040 General Plan Update determined that the 
project site is not located within a Flood Hazard Area (City of Moreno Valley 2021). Furthermore, the 
project site and surrounding area are relatively flat and do not possess any slopes that could result 
in post-fire landslides. Therefore, the project would not expose people or structures to significant 
risks from runoff, post-fire slope instability, or drainage changes. No impact would occur. 
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4.21 Mandatory Findings of Significance 
Does the project: 

Issue 

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Potentially 
Significant Unless 

Mitigation 
Incorporated 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact No Impact 
a. Have the potential to substantially 

degrade the quality of the 
environment, substantially reduce 
the habitat of a fish or wildlife 
species, cause a fish or wildlife 
population to drop below self-
sustaining levels, threaten to 
eliminate a plant or animal 
community, substantially reduce 
the number or restrict the range of 
a rare or endangered plant or 
animal or eliminate important 
examples of the major periods of 
California history or prehistory? 

    

b. Have impacts that are individually 
limited, but cumulatively 
considerable? (“Cumulatively 
considerable” means that the 
incremental effects of a project are 
considerable when viewed in 
connection with the effects of past 
projects, the effects of other 
current projects, and the effects of 
probable futures projects)? 

    

c. Have environmental effects, which 
will cause substantial adverse 
effects on human beings, either 
directly or indirectly? 

    

EXPLANATIONS: 

a. Potentially Significant Unless Mitigation Incorporated  

As described in Section 4.4(a), implementation of mitigation measures MM-BIO-1 through 
MM-BIO-3 would reduce impacts on sensitive wildlife species to a level less than significant. The 
project does not have the potential to result in any other impacts that would substantially degrade 
the quality of the environment, substantially reduce the habitat of a fish or wildlife species, cause a 
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fish or wildlife population to drop below self-sustaining levels, threaten to eliminate a plant or animal 
community, or substantially reduce the number or restrict the range of a rare or endangered plant 
or animal. As described in Section 4.18(a.ii) above, implementation of mitigation measures MM-TRC-
1 through MM-TRC-9 would reduce potential impacts on unknown tribal cultural resources to a level 
less than significant. 

b. Potentially Significant Unless Mitigation Incorporated  

As described in the Draft IS/MND, all potential impacts would be mitigated to a level less than 
significant. Air quality is a regional issue and the cumulative study area for air quality impacts 
encompasses the SoCAB as a whole. Therefore, the cumulative analysis addresses regional air quality 
plans and policies, such as the NAAQS, CAAQS, and SCAQMD 2016 AQMP as well as the project’s 
contribution to a net increase of any criteria pollutant for which the SoCAB is listed as a non-
attainment area. As described in Section 4.3(a) above, the project would not exceed the growth 
forecasting used to develop the 2016 AQMP, and construction and operational emissions would not 
exceed the SCAQMD recommended regional or localized screening thresholds. Therefore, the 
project would not conflict with or obstruct implementation of applicable air quality plans, and air 
quality impacts would be cumulatively less than significant. As described in Section 4.4(a), 
implementation of mitigation measures MM-BIO-1 through MM-BIO-3 would reduce impacts on 
sensitive wildlife species to a level less than significant. Implementation of MM-BIO-1 through 
MM-BIO-3 would also ensure consistency with the MSHCP, which is a regional resource conservation 
document. Projects that are consistent with the MSHCP would not contribute a cumulative impact 
to biological resources. As described in Section 4.8 above, would be consistent with the City’s CAP, 
which is a qualified GHG reduction plan that is consistent with the regional 2017 Scoping Plan as well 
as all applicable Connect SoCal strategies. Therefore, the project would not conflict with an applicable 
local plan, policy, or regulation adopted for the purpose of reducing GHG emissions, and impacts 
would be cumulatively less than significant. As described in Section 4.18(a.ii) above, implementation 
of mitigation measures MM-TRC-1 through MM-TRC-9 would reduce potential impacts on unknown 
tribal cultural resources to a level less than significant. As described throughout the Draft IS/MND, 
all other project-level impacts would be less than significant without mitigation. Therefore, the 
project would not result in any project-level significant impacts that could contribute to an existing 
cumulative impact on the environment. 

c. Less Than Significant Impact 

As described in Sections 4.1 through 4.20, the project would not result in any substantial adverse 
direct or indirect impacts to human beings. Therefore, impacts would be less than significant. 
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5.0 Mitigation, Monitoring, and Reporting Program 
Section 21081.6 of the CEQA Guidelines requires that a Mitigation, Monitoring, and Reporting 
Program (MMRP) be adopted upon certification of an Environmental Impact Report or adoption of 
a Mitigated Negative Declaration to ensure that the mitigation measures are implemented. The 
MMRP specifies the mitigation for the project, when in the process it should be accomplished, and 
the entity responsible for implementing and/or monitoring the mitigation. Public Resources Code 
Section 21081.6 requires monitoring of only those impacts identified as significant or potentially 
significant. After analysis, potentially significant impacts requiring mitigation were identified for 
biological resources and tribal cultural resources. The MMRP is presented below in Table 19. 

Table 19 
Mitigation, Monitoring, and Reporting Program 

Mitigation Measure 
Timing of 

Verification 
Responsible for 

Verification 
Status/Date/ 

Initials 
Biological Resources    
MM-BIO-1: Burrowing Owl 
Due to the presence of suitable burrows and prey 
species identified on-site, prior to project construction, 
30-day preconstruction surveys following the protocol 
established in the Burrowing Owl Survey Instructions for 
the Western Riverside Multiple Species Habitat 
Conservation Plan Area shall be conducted in 
accordance with the requirements of the MSHCP 
(WRCRCA 2006). Take of active nests shall be avoided. If 
burrowing owls are detected, the WRCRCA, and CDFW 
shall be notified in 48 hours. A burrowing owl relocation 
plan for active or passive relocation will be required to 
be developed and is subject to review and approval by 
WRCRCA and CDFW. 

Prior to 
Construction 

Applicant/ 
Qualified Biologist 

 

MM-BIO-2: Migratory and Nesting Birds 
To remain in compliance with the Migratory Bird Treaty 
Act (MBTA) and CFGC Sections 3503 and 3503.5, no 
direct impacts shall occur to any nesting birds, their 
eggs, chicks, or nests. If vegetation removal activities 
were to occur during the bird breeding season of 
February 1 to September 15, a qualified biologist will 
conduct pre-construction surveys no more than three 
days prior to the commencement of project activities to 
identify locations of nests. If nests or breeding activities 
are located in the project area, a qualified biologist shall 
establish a clearly marked appropriate exclusionary 
buffer or other avoidance and minimization measures 
around the nest. Avoidance and minimization measures 
shall be maintained until the young have fledged and no 
further nesting is detected. If no nesting birds are 
detected during the pre-construction survey, no further 
measures are required. 

Prior to 
Construction 

Applicant/ 
Qualified Biologist 
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Table 19 
Mitigation, Monitoring, and Reporting Program 

Mitigation Measure 
Timing of 

Verification 
Responsible for 

Verification 
Status/Date/ 

Initials 
MM-BIO-3: Stephens’ Kangaroo Rat Fee Area 
Prior to the issuance of a development permit, the 
applicant shall pay an impact and mitigation fee of $500 
per gross acre for impacts to 9.41 acres within the 
Stephens’ Kangaroo Rat fee area. This mitigation fee is 
intended to include all impacts located within the parcel 
to be developed and the area disturbed by related off-
site improvements. 

Prior to 
Construction 

Applicant/ 
Qualified Biologist 

 

Tribal Cultural Resources    
MM-TCR-1 Archaeological Monitoring 
Prior to the issuance of a grading permit, the applicant 
shall retain a professional archaeologist to conduct 
monitoring of all ground disturbing activities. The Project 
Archaeologist shall have the authority to temporarily 
redirect earthmoving activities in the event that 
suspected archaeological resources are unearthed 
during project construction. The Project Archaeologist, 
in consultation with the Consulting Tribe(s) including the 
YSMN, the Contractor, and the City, shall develop a 
CRMP as defined in MM-TCR-3. The Project Archeologist 
shall attend the pre-grading meeting with the City, the 
Construction Manager, and any contractors, and will 
conduct a mandatory Cultural Resources Worker 
Sensitivity Training for those in attendance. The 
Archaeological Monitor shall have the authority to 
temporarily halt and redirect earth moving activities in 
the affected area in the event that suspected 
archaeological resources are unearthed. 

Prior to 
Construction 

Applicant/ 
Qualified 

Archaeologist 

 

MM-TCR-2: Native American Monitoring 
Prior to the issuance of a grading permit, the Developer 
shall secure agreements with the YSMN for tribal 
monitoring. The City is also required to provide a 
minimum of 30 days’ advance notice to the tribes of all 
ground disturbing activities. The Native American Tribal 
Representatives shall have the authority to temporarily 
halt and redirect earth moving activities in the affected 
area in the event that suspected archaeological 
resources are unearthed. The Native American 
Monitor(s) shall attend the pre-grading meeting with the 
Project Archaeologist, the City, the Construction 
Manager, and any contractors, and will conduct the 
Tribal Perspective of the mandatory Cultural Resources 
Worker Sensitivity Training to those in attendance. 

Prior to 
Construction 

Applicant/ 
Qualified 

Archaeologist 

 

MM-TCR-3: Cultural Resource Monitoring Plan 
The Project Archaeologist, in consultation with the 
Consulting Tribe(s), the Contractor, and the City, shall 
develop a CRMP in consultation pursuant to the 

Prior to 
Construction 

Applicant/ 
Qualified 

Archaeologist 
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Moreno Valley Electric Utility (MVU) 
2018 2018 Integrated Resource Plan. Prepared by Joule Megamorphosis Energy Consulting. 

July 20, 2018. 
 
K2 Traffic Engineering, Inc. 
 2022 Focused Traffic Impact Study: Crystal Cove Multifamily Residential Homes at SWC of 

Alessandro Blvd and Lasselle St, Moreno Valley. September 6, 2022. 
 
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (U.S. EPA) 

1992 Screening Procedures for Estimating the Air Quality Impact of Stationary Sources. 
 

Biological Resources 
Beier, P. and S. Loe 

1992 A Checklist for Evaluating Impacts to Wildlife Movement Corridors. Wildlife Society 
Bulletin. 20:434-440. 

 
California Department of Fish and Wildlife (CDFW) 

2022 Natural Diversity Database. Nongame-Heritage Program, California Department of Fish 
and Wildlife, Sacramento. RareFind Version 5.2.14. Accessed March. 

 
Riverside County Habitat Conservation Agency (RCHCA) 

1996 Habitat Conservation Plan for the Stephens’ Kangaroo Rat in Western Riverside County. 
 

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (USFWS) 
2022a All Species Occurrences GIS Database. Carlsbad Fish and Wildlife Office. Accessed 

December. 
 
2022b National Wetlands Inventory. Accessed March. 

 
Western Riverside County Regional Conservation Authority (WRCRCA) 

2003  Final Western Riverside County Multiple Species Habitat Conservation Plan (Western 
Riverside County MSHCP). https://www.wrc-rca.org/about-rca/multiple-species-habitat-
conservation-plan/.  

 
2006 Burrowing Owl Survey Instructions for the Western Riverside Multiple Species Habitat 

Conservation Plan Area. 
 
2022 MSHCP Informational Map. Accessed from https://www.wrc-rca.org/rcamaps/. March. 

 
Energy 
California Public Utilities Commission 

2021 2021 California Renewables Portfolio Standard Annual Report. November. 
https://www.cpuc.ca.gov/-/media/cpuc-website/industries-and-
topics/documents/energy/rps/cpuc-2021-rps-annual-report-to-legislature.pdf 
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